
Carol Hoosier 

Box 412 , Lynco, WV 24857-0412 

November 2,2005 8:41 PM 

Senator John Rockefeller 
US. Senate 
531 Hart Senate Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Deor Senator Rockefeller: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to  a monthly flat fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on o revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system to  a f la t  fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
o f  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance o 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students. prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rurol consumers, to  give up their phones due t o  unoffordoble monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of  the USF from high volume to  low-volume users is 
radical ond unnecessary. In oddition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fect  on small businesses a11 across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am Q member, keeps me informed obout the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to  date information on their website, including links to  FCC information. While I am owore 
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the 
FCC has plans to  change to  a f la t  fee system soon and without legislation, 

I wil l  continue to  monitor developments on the issue and continue to  spread the word to  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f lat fee tax could 
disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Carol Hoosier 

cc: 
FCC General Emoil Box 



November 2,2005 9:26 PM 

Senator Barbara Mikulski 
US. Senate 
503 Hort Senate Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federol-State Joint Boord on Universol Service CC Docket 96-45 

Deor Senator Mikulski: 

I hove serious concerns regording the Federol Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to  chonge the 
Universol Service Fund (USF) collection method to  o monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negotively impacted by the unfair chonge proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on o revenue bosis. People who use more poy more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system to a flot fee, thot means thot someone who uses one thousond minutes o month 
of long distance, poys the some omount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance o 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penolized fo r  doing SO. 

A f lo t  fee tax could cause mony low-volume long distonce users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens ond low-income residentiol ond rurol consumers, to  give up their phones due to  unoffordoble monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical ond unnecessary. In oddition, it would have o highly detrimentol ef fect  on smoll businesses 011 across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition. o f  which I om o member, keeps me informed obout the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters ond up to  dote information on their website. including links to  FCC information. While I om owore 
that federal low does not require componies to  recover, or "pass olong" these fees to  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As o consumer 1 would like ensure I om charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  o numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And occording to the Coolition's recent meetings with top FCC officiols. the 
FCC has plons to  chonge to  o f lo t  fee system soon and without legislotion. 

I will continue to  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spreod the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass olong my concerns t o  the FCC on my beholf, letting them know how o f la t  fee tox could 
disproportionotely af fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I look forward to  heoring obout your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Nicholas Sodoko 

cc: 
FCC General Emoil Box 



, 

Lucille Fuchs 
6181 Jane Road , Doraville, GA 30340-1624 

November 2 2005 8 59 PM 

Senator Saxby Chambliss 
US. Senate 
416 Russell Senate Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senotor Chambliss: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to  a monthly f la t  fee. Many of  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes o month 
o f  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume to  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged foirly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans to  change t o  a f lat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency, 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I look forward to  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Lucille Fuchs 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



I FCC - MAILROOM 
Cindy Ross 
6265Rhine Bridge Dr. , El Paso, TX 79934 

November 2,2005 644 PM 

Representative Silvestre Reyes 
US .  House of Representatives 
2433 Raybum House Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Reyes: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know. USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request 
YOU pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Cindy Ross 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



Senator Susan Collins 
U.S. Senate 
461 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Collins: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f lat fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental ef fect  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website. including links t o  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o  a f lat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency, 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Melissa €lie 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



Representative Chris Chocola 
U.S. House of  Representatives 
510 Cannon House Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Bc d or hive ,I Service CC Dol 96-45 

Dear Representative Chocola: 

I have serious concerns regording the Federal Communicotions Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to  a monthly f la t  fee. Many of  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flot fee, that means thot someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
month. Canstituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepoid wireless users, senior 
citizens ond low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of  the USF from high volume to  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have o highly detrimental ef fect  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters ond up to  date information on their website. including links to  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to  recover, or "pas  along" these fees to  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coolition's recent meetings with top FCC officiols. the 
FCC has plans t o  change to  a f la t  fee system soon ond without legislation. 

I will continue to  monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I 
request you poss along my concerns to  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how o f la t  fee tax could 
disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for  your continued work ond I look forward to  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Dennis Ness 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



Ellen Brinks 

November 2.2005 8:41 PM 

RECEIVED &INSPECTED 

FEB 'i 2006 

FCC - ~ q l ~ ~ ~ r n r r  

Representative John Dingell 
US. House of  Representatives 
2328 Royburn House Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federol-State Joint Boar' n ivers, rvice CC :t 96-45 

Dear Representative Dingell: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to  a monthly f la t  fee. Many of  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impocted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a f la t  fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance o 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to  give up their phones due to  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detriment01 ef fect  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website. including links to  FCC information. While I om owore 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes to  o numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And occording to  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the 
FCC has plans to  change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to  monitor developments on the issue and continue to  spread the word to  my community, I 
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f la t  fee tax could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency, 

Thank you for  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely. 

Ellen Brinks 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



Tari Moore 
883 Gladewood Ln , Traverse City, M I  49686 

November 2,2005 8:41 PM 

Representative Dave Camp 
US. House o f  Representatives 
137 Cannon House Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Camp: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to  a monthly f lat fee. Many of your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on o revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of  long distance, pays the same mount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance (1 

month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could muse many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental ef fect  on small businesses a11 across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am o member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website. including links to FCC information, While I am oware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans to change t o  a f la t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f lat fee tax could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you f o r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter, 

Sincerely, 

Tari Moore 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



Representative Don Sherwood 
US. House o f  Representatives 
1131 Longworth House Off ice Bldg, 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Bqard on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 
I 

Dear Representative Sherwood: 

I have serious concerns regarding 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection 
me, my friends, family and neighbor::, 

As you know, USF is currently colleated 
the FCC changes that system t o  a 
of  long distance, pays the same amoimt 
month. Constituents who use their I 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many 
citizens and low-income residential 
increases on their bills. Shifting the 
radicol and unnecessary. I n  additior, 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  whiah 
newsletters and up to  date informat 
that federal law does not require 
reality is that they do. As a consumer 
taxed, my service will cost more. Ard 

the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to  change the 
method t o  a monthly f la t  fee. Many of  your constituents, including 

will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  

into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
f l x t  fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 

mited resources wisely should not be penalized fo r  doing so. 

low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
cnd rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due to  unaffordable monthly 

funding burden of  the USF from high volume to  low-volume users is 
it would have a highly detrimental e f fec t  on smoll businesses all across 

I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
on on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am oware 

companies t o  recover, o r  "pass olang" these fees to  their customers, the 
I would like ensure I om charged fairly. If the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



P.0.Box 53 , Okemah, OK 74859 

Iniversal Se 

Representative Dan Boren 
US. House of  Representatives 
216 Cannon House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Boar or rice CC Docket 96-45 

bear Representative Boren: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f lat fee. Many of  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a f lat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
o f  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someane who uses zero minutes of long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental ef fect  on small businesses all across 
Americo. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, o r  "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers 
taxed, my service wil l cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o  a f lat fed system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f lat fee tax could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work abd I look forward to  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

David Bencoma 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



robsrt kirkman FEE 2[106 
248 winding view, new braunfels, TX 78132 

Representative Lamar Smith 
US. House of Representatives 
2184 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington. DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint b a r d  on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Smith: 

I have serious cancerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly f lat fee. Many of  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
o f  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized f o r  doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental ef fect  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I am oware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, o r  "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service wil l  cost mare. And according to  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans to change to a f la t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word to my community. I 
request you p a s  along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you f a r  your continued work and I look forward to  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

robert kirkmon 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



FEE ' A  1006 

I 1 b Ub - I V l H l L H ~  1 Lisa Bartlett 
POBox 157 ,  Shoemakersville, PA 19555-0157 

-I_ 

November 2,2005 7:lO PM 

Senator Rick Santorum 
US.  Senate 
5 11 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Santom: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Senrice Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and m a l  consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Lisa Bartlett 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



i ' 2006 John Roberts i 
8715 59St East, Parrish, FL 34219 

Senator Bill Nelson 
US.  Senate 
716 Hart Senate Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federol-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Nelson: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC chonges that system t o  o flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund os someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance o 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized f o r  doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens ond low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
rodical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would hove o highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition. o f  which I am o member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  dote information on their website. including links to FCC information, While I om aware 
that federol low does not require companies t o  recover, o r  "pass olong" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As o consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC hos plans t o  change t o  a f la t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word to my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you f o r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

John Roberts 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



V i m  J. Oring I FEB 7 2,,nL I 
130 Peppertree Dr., Amherst. NY 14228 

Senator Hillary Clinton 
US.  Senate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Clinton: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized f o r  doing so. 

A f lot fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental ef fect  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website. including links to FCC information. While I am aware 
that federol law does not require companies t a  recover, ar "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change to a f lat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I wil l  continue to  monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f lat fee tax could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you f o r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

Vivian J. Oring 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



FEB il!Oh 
baniel Schekirke I 
13801 Tregaron Drive, Bellevue, NE 68123-4751 

November 2,2005 827 PM 

Senator Ben Nelson 
US. Senate 
720 Hart Senote Office Building 
Woshington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Nelson: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f lat  fee. Many of  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, wil l be negotively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more poy more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flat fee, that meons that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
o f  long distance. pays the same omount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f lo t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers. t o  give up their phones due to  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fect  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I om aware 
that federal low does not require companies to  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reolity is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am chorged fairly. If the FCC goes t o  o numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans to  change t o  a f la t  fee system soon and without legislation, 

I will continue to  monitor developments on the issue and continue to  spread the word to my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f lat  fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fect  those in your constituency, 

Thank you for  your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Schekirke 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



November 2,2005 9:16 PM 

Senator Barack Obama 
U.S. Senate 
713 Hart Senate Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federol-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Obamo: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  chonge the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly f la t  fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair chonge proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a f la t  fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minut- a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordoble monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is 
radical ond unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have o highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition. o f  which I am o member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date informotion on their website, including links to FCC informotion. While I am awore 
thot federal law does not require companies t o  recover, o r  "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a cansumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes to a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And occording t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the 
FCC has plans to change to a f lat  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word to my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how o f la t  fee tax could 
disproportionately affect those in your constituency, 

Thank you for  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing obout your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Gary Vega 

cc: 
FCC General Emoil Box 



November 2,2005 7:03 PM 

Senator Saxby Chambliss 
U.S. Senate 
416 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 IO-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, 
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and 
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that 
they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service 
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to 
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them h o w  how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Raymond Myer 

- .. _I.- 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



Sarah Mahlemein I FFR 2 1006 
1747 Vizedom Rd , Hamilton, OH 45013 

Nov i 
Representative Steve Chabot 
US. House of  Representatives 
129 Cannon House Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universol Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Chabot: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f la t  fee. Many of  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family ond neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flat fee, that menns that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepoid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to  give up their phones due to  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of  the USF from high volume to  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental ef fect  on small businesses all across 
Americo. 
The Keep USF Foir Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to  date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes to  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans to  change to  a f la t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to  monitor developments on the issue and continue to  spread the word to  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my beholf, letting them know how a f la t  fee tax could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency, 

Thank you for  your continued work ond I look forward to  hearing about your position on this motter 

Sincerely, 

Sarah Mahlerwein 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



,.______..I.. ~.. , .- ._ -- ' 

FEB 7 2006 

RICHARD HEYDT 

322 BUCKNER STREET, BURKBURNETT. TX 76354-2376 

November 2. 2005 8:39 PM 

Representative Mac Thornberry 
US.  House of Representatives 
2457 Royburn House Office Bldg 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-Stote Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Thornberry: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly f lat fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negotively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC chonges that system to a flat fee, that means thot someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the some amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penolized for  doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residentiol and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high valume to low-volume users is 
radical ond unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detriment01 ef fect  on smoll businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am o member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to dote information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I am oware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, o r  "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC hos plans to change t o  o f ia t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you poss along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f lat fee tax could 
disproportionately of fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you for  your continued work and I look forward to heoring about your position on this motter, 

Sincerely, 

RICHARD HEYDT 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



Novemher 2, 200s 2 2 6  PM 

Senator Hillary Clinton 
U.S. Senate 
476 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Clinton: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to  change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As yon know, USF is currently collected on a revenue hasis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to  give up their phones due to  unaffordable monthly increases on 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In  addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to  their customers, the reality is that  they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
yon pass along my concerns to  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Christine Root 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



November 2,2005 2 3 6  PM 

Senator Evan Bayh 
U.S. Senate 
463 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Bayh: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use mnre pay more into the system. 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could capse many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residhtial and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all acrnss America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to  date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that  they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the'Coalition's recent meetings wiih tbp 'FCC officials, the%& has plans'to change to a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you, for your? continu2d'work and'f link forward tu  hearing a&t your position on this maiter. " 

Sincerely, 

Felipe Eixeres 

If the 

. .  . , , .  , 

. ,  
' 

, ,  

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



November 2,2005 4:44 PM 

Senator Arlen Specter 
U S .  Senate 
711 Hart  Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Specter: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to  date information on their wehsite, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that  thPy 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the CoaIitinn's recent 'mietinb with top FCC officihls, the'FCC has plans to change to  a flat 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about yocr position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

If the 

Bonnie L Meyers 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



Theodore Bailey 
6500 W Mansfield Ave Unit 4, Denver, CO 80235-3049 

Novemher 2, 2005 1:18 PM 

Representative Diana DeGette 
U.S. House of Representatives 
1527 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative DeGette: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to  a monthly flat fee, Many of your constituents, including me, my friends, 
family and neighbors, will he negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amonnt into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to  unaffordahle monthly increases on 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to  date information on their wehsite, including links to FCC information. While 1 am aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that  they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost 
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat 
fee system sonn and without. legislation. 

I will continue to  monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately 
affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Theodore Bailey 

cc: 
FCC General Email Box 



Edward Cyncewicz 

8845-WhitlockI deorborn, M I  48126 

November 2.2005 8:24 PM 

Senator Cor1 Levin 
US. Senote 
269 Russell Senote Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Boor )n Univer I Service CC C ket 96-45 

Dear Senotor Levin: 

I hove serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to o monthly f lat  fee. Many of your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family ond neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfoir change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on o revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes thot system t o  o flat fee, thot means that someone who uses one thousond minutes o month 
of long distance, pays the some amount into the fund os someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance o 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized f o r  doing SO. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireleSs users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rurol consumers, t o  give up their phones due to unaffordoble monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental ef fect  on smoll businesses all ocross 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition. o f  which I om a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters ond up to date information on their website, including links to FCC informotion. While I am awore 
that federal low does not require companies t o  recover, o r  "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reolity is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  o numbers 
toxed, my service wil l cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans to change to a f lat  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tox could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this motter. 

Sincerely. 

Edward Cyncewicz 

cc: 
FCC Generol Emoil Box 



e- -.- 

[E% 
FEB '1 1006 

1 FCC - MAILROOM 1 
John Regan 
8838 Lavergne Apt F, Skokie, IL 60077-1632 

November 2, 2005 10:12 AM 

Senator Dick Durbin 
US. Senate 
332 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Durbin: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change 
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, 
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change 
proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF i s  currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the 
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand 
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero 
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be 
penalized for doing so:.'. d . .  . 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, 
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to 
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume 
to low-volume users i s  radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect 
on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with 
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. 
While I am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to 
their customers, the reality i s  that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If 
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service wil l  cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent 
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without 
legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my 
community. I request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a 
f lat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

, .  , 

Sincerely, 

John Regan 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 


